‘ Application for . ) _ PAM
Pre-Application Meeting o1

City of Rockville

Department of Community Planning and Development Services

111 Maryland Avenue, Rockville, Maryland 20850
Phone: 240-314-8200 » Fax: 240-314-8210 » E-mail: cpds@rockvillemd.gov « Website: www.rockvillemd.gov

Please Print Clearly or Type

Property Address information: 1235 Potomac Valley Road, Rockville, MD 20850

Subdivision Markwood Lot(s) Lot 3 Block

Zoning R-90 Tax Account(s) 00157195 ; \

Applicant Information:
Please supply name, address, phone number and e-mail Address for each.

Applicant Potomac Valley Nursing Facilities, Inc. t/a Potomac Valley Nursing & Wellness Center, Leah Bowden 1235 Potomac

Valley Road, Rockville, MD 20850 Ph: 301-762-0700 Fax: 301-838-0513 Email: Ibowden@potomacvalley.com

Property OwnerPotomac Valley Limited Partnership: c/o Regardie Brooks & Lewis 7101 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda, MD 20814
Ph: 301-654-9000 Fax: 301-656-3056

Architect AR Myers & Associates Architects, Inc. AIA_ Contact: Rosana Torres 8720 Georgia Avenue, Suite 503, Silver Spring, MD

20910 Ph: 301-588-3100 Fx: 301-588-1810 Email: rosana.torres@armyers.com

Merediih
Engineer VIKA, Inc. Suite 400 20251 Century Blvd. , Germantown, MD 20874 Contact: !?5‘1({»/' Ph: 301-916-4100 Fax:

301-916-2262 Email: Byev@vika.com
i

Attorney Shulman, Rogers, Gandal, Pordy & Ecker, P.A. 12505 Park Potomac Avenue, 6th floor, Potomac, MD 20854

Contact:  Nancy P. Regelin Ph: 301-230-5224 Fax: 301-230-2891 Email: nregelin@shulmanrogers.com

CHUO
LEED AP VIKA, Inc. Suite 400 20251 Century Blvd., Germantown, MD 20874 Contact: {RisW Ph: 301-916-4100 Fax:

301-916-2262 Email:\ fish@vika.com

Project Name: Potomac Valley Nursing & Wellness Center

Project Description: +/- 15,000 SF Addition & revisions to parking lot

STAFF USE ONLY

Application Acceptance Application Intake
Application # OR  Date Received:
Pre-Application: Reviewed by;

Date Accepted: Date of Checklist Review:

Staff Contact: Deemed Complete; Yes O No




Level of review and project impact
This information will be used to determine your project impact, per sec. 25.07.02 of the Zoning Ordinance for Project Plan and
Site Plan applications only. For Special Exceptions, it will be used to determine the notification area. (see table below)

Tract Size 4.5 Other special Exception Nursing & Wellness Center

Square Footage of Non-Residential £x. Bldg. = +/- 50,000 sf
Percentage of Single-family homes within Residential Area Impact (1/4 mile)

acres,

# Dwelling Units Total

Proposed Addition = +/- 15,000 sf

Traffic Impact (net new peak hour trips) 0

Proposed:
Retail; Sq. Footage  Detached Unit: Parking Spaces: 125 (96 to remain)
Office: Sq. Footage  Duplex: Handicapped: Ex. to remain 4
Restaurant: Sq. Footage Townhouse: Bicycle Parking:
Other: +/- 15,000 addition Sq. Footage  Attached: # of Long Term:
Multi-Family: # of Short Term:
Live/work: Estimated LEED or LEED-equivalent
MPDU: points. (4s provided on LEED checklist.)

Existing Site Use (to include office, industrial, residential, commercial, medical etc.) _+/- 50,000 sf Nursing
& Wellness Center

Estimated Points Total:
To complete the table below, use the information that you provided above to calculate your total points from the chart below.

Points/Elements 1 2 3 4 Points
Tract size - Acres 1 or fewer 1.1t025 26t05 5.1 or greater 3
Dwelling Units 5 or fewer 6 to 50 5110 150 151 or greater
Square Footage of 5,000 or fewer 5,001 to 25,000 25,001 to 100,000 100,001 or greater
Non-Residental Space square feet square feet square feet square feet 2

Up to 10% residential |  Up to 50% of area Upto 75% of area | Development is within

Residential Area
Impact

development in a
residental zone within
1/4 mile of the project

within 1/4 mile of the
project area is
comprised of single-
unit detached
residental units

within 1/4 mile of the
project area is
comprised of single-
unit detached
residential units

single-unit detached
unit area

Traffic Impact - Net
new peak hour trips

Fewer than 30 trips

30-74 trips

75-149 trips

150 or more trips

1

. Per Communication with Principal Planner Bobby Ray, original special exception predated points table.
Points Total*advised not to complete and to assume notification radius will be 1250 ft - level 2 site plan for

jor amendment. See attached emails.

ma
The total of the points determine the level of notification and the approving authority .

PAM

Page 2
6/11



Example:
If your tract size is 2 acres = 2 pts
If you will have 45 dwelling units = 2 pts
If your square footage of non-residential space is 5,006 square feet = 2 pts
If your residential area impact is within a single unit detached area = 4 pts

If your traffic impact/net new peak hour trips is 32 trips = 2 pts
Projected Impact Total = 12

* Project Impact total points are non-binding until application has been filed. Where no dwelling units, no non-residential square
footage or no increase in peak hour trips are proposed, and where there is no single unit residential development within 1/4
mile, no points are assigned to these categories.

Estimated Application Type: (please check hox that applies) per attached email from Principal Planner, Bobby Ray
[ Project Plan (16 pts or more)

[ Project Plan Amendment

(1 Site Plan Level 1 (6 or fewer pts)

{1 Site Plan Level 2 (7-15 pts)

i1 Site Plan Amendment Major (notification radius is 750 or 1,250 feet, depending on original approving authority)
11 Site Plan Amendment Minor (notification not required)

(1 Special Exception (Notification Radius-750, 1250, 1500 feet - circle one)

% Special Exception Modification-Major (Notification Radius-750,(1250,)1500 feet - circle one)

[ Special Exception Modification-Minor (Notification Radius-750 feet)

[ Other
Previous Approvals: (if any)
Application Number Action Taken
@y, Special Exception approved in 1996 Sy lclq(o‘CDLA—S/U SE-QOSES  APrloveD
S-50-61 December 12, 1961 Approved
S-50-61 February 2, 1963 Amendment Approved

A letter of authorization from the owner must be submitied if this application is filed by anyone other than the owner.
| hereby certn‘y " | have the authorlty o'Thake thls apphcatlon that the application is complete and correct and that | have
read and-ung .

Please sign and date POTOMAC Ay NUQ.S'. kJ(; EC{L(‘VIES ‘UC A?PUCALDT’
Tromas L. Cowansy,

PAM Page 3
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PRE-APPLICATION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS: (Submit and check what is applicable to your project type).

Please complete this checklist and include it as part of the application packet submittal. Each item on the checklist must

be included in the application packet. If items are missing, the application cannot be accepted and will be returned.

Level 1 Site Plan Application Submittal Requirements
(J Completed application

(2 Application Filing Fee

[ A preliminary site plan (Plan sheet size: maximum 24” x 36, Scale 1"=30"). Include adjoining/abutting properties
within 100-feet, showing all existing and proposed site improvements. (12 copies and 1 CD with PDF Version)

(J Project description and scope of work narrative (12 copies)

[ Transportation Scoping Intake Form (12 copies) with fee via separate check

(2 Pre-Application Stormwater Management Concept package with fee via separate check

[ NRI/FSD per Forest and Tree Preservation Ordinance (FTPO) with fee via separate check
Project Plan or Site Plan: (Level 2) Application Submittal Requirements

[ Completed application

[ Application Filing Fee

[ A preliminary site plan. Prepared by surveyor or engineer. (Plan sheet size: maximum 24” x 36, Scale 1"=30).
Include adjoining/abutting properties within 100-feet, showing all existing and proposed site improvements.
(12 copies) and 1 CD with PDF Version

[ Project description and scope of work narrative (12 copies)

(J Transportation Scoping Intake Form (12 copies) with fee via separate check

(. Pre-Application Stormwater Managment concept package (12 copies) with fee via separate check
(J NRI/FSD per FTPO as submitted to Forestry with fee via separate check

Special Exception Pre-Application Submittal Requirements:
X Completed application

X4 Application Filing Fee

4 A preliminary site plan prepared (plan sheet size: maximum 24" x 36”, Scale 1”=30’). Include adjoining/abutting
properties within 100-feet, showing all existing and proposed site improvements. (12 copies and one CD with PDF)

2 Project description and scope of work narrative (12 copies)
(A Transportation Scoping Intake Form (12 copies) with fee via separate check
(24 NRI/FSD per FTPO (12 copies) with fee via separate check (Ecotone - have check)

4 Pre-Application Stormwater Management Concept package with fee via separate check*

Pre-Application Meeting Date:
All meetings are held on Thursday. A date and time of the meeting will be assigned once workload and project lead times are
considered, generally is three weeks after PAM has been accepted for processing.

PAM Page 4



RE: LETTER OF AUTHORIZATION FOR AUTHORIZED AGENT
FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION, SITE PLAN, AND PERMIT APPROVALS
Lot 3, Markwood, Plat No., 6908
Potomac Valley Limited Parthership
1235 Potomac Valley Road, Rockvllle, Maryland 20850 (THE “PROPERTY")

To Whom It May Concern:

Please be advised that the undersigned owner of the Property authorizes Potomac Valley Nursing
Facllities, Inc., the tenant of the Property, and Thomas Callahan |, in his capacity as Vice President /
Treasurer of Potomac Valley Nursing Faclilities, Inc., to serve as “Authorized Agent” on behalf of Frank
Miller, General Partner for Potomac Valley Limited Partnershlp, owner of the ahove captioned Property,
in conjunction with the filing and processing of any and all development approvals and permits for the
amendment of the special exception, approval of a sfte plan and all necessary permits and approvals
related to an expansion of the Potomac Valley Nursing Facilities and parking, and related utility,
infrastructure, and public works on and around the Property.

This authorization includes, but Is not limlted to, those documents related to or necessary for the filing
of Entitlement Applications and final permits and approvals for Natural Resource Inventory/Forest Stand
Delineation, Storm Water Concepts (Preliminary & Final), Sediment Control and Storm Water
Management Plans, Pre-Application Meeting, Project Plans, Site Plans, Landscape Plans, Forest
Conservation Plans, Water and Sewer Applicatlons, Traffic Studies, and submissions to WMATA, the
Maryland State Highway Administration, the Clty of Rockvitle and Montgomery County, Maryland, and
all other related utility, infrastructure and public works permits from the appropriate regulatory
agencles,

T Wt QA

Frank Mlller, General Partner
Potomac Valley Limited Partnership

Sc e Yeo\er 2 200
Date /

Address:g(;“ o Uf‘oﬁbfwm}\ D) )Jr.al-
(_}\MSC)’\Q-H/ N) oS
Phon&éa | )Gf(:“é\’-nf') e-mail: %6‘/\3";;0@ 6)()\"“\ N ile




Pre-Application Meeting 2012- 000__
Statement of Applicant

Potomac Valley Nursing Facilities, Inc.
t/a Potomac Valley Nursing and Wellness Center
1235 Potomac Valley Road

Special Exception and Site Plan Amendment

The Applicant, Potomac Valley Nursing Facilities, Inc., has operated a nursing home on the
Property since 1961 under Special Exception S-50-61, as amended in 1963 and 1996. The Applicant is
proposing an amendment to its existing Special Exception SPX1996-00245 and Use Permit USE1996-
00568, to permit a 15,222 sf 2-story addition to the rear of the existing building and interior renovations
that collectively will upgrade resident rooms, add resident services areas — specifically a new physical
therapy rehabilitation center, add resident amenity and common room spaces, and reorganize
administrative offices and staff spaces. The nursing facility is approved for and currently has 175
licensed beds. No additional overall bed capacity is proposed, just the rearranging of existing and
additional private and semi-private resident rooms which results in more private room
accommodations. No additional staff is proposed. Daytime peak staffing remains at 75-80 staff.

The amendment proposes: 1) the conversion of some semi-private rooms to private rooms; 2)
the construction of 6 new semi-private resident rooms; 3) construction of new physical therapy
rehabilitation facilities; 4) construction of new administrative offices and staff spaces; 5) conversion of
old administrative office space to 4 new private rooms, new common living areas for residents, and new
administrative spaces; 6) addition of a generator for back-up power for the new space as required by
regulation; 7) new delivery space and trash enclosure, redesigned with the new addition; 8) expansion
of the surface parking lot to replace parking spaces lost to the new addition, to bring parking up to
current code required spaces, add new bicycle parking , and to manage existing parking demand; 9) a
temporary construction access; and 10) an updated monument entrance sign consistent with the stone
facade design details of the building.

The proposed addition is located in the rear of the building and matches the roof lines and
building height of the existing building. The addition is two stories with a basement and includes a new
landscaped green space. The existing board on board screen fence line located on the east side of the
Property is to be retained and re-built around the addition.

Construction materials and colors will be consistent with the existing building for a seamless
look. Truck loading, trash, and emergency generators will be screened from adjoining homes. Existing
tree buffer between the addition and the closest neighborhood will be minimally impacted as the
addition is located in the area of existing asphalt and sheds. The proposed parking area on the west of
the site is located so it adjoins additional land owned by the property owner and the I-270 right- of- way
beyond. Upon completion, the parking lot will provide 124 parking spaces to meet the code parking
requirement of 124 spaces.
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Print Form ]

AN
A
P48 &3 ‘ o P—_——
'-_5,}.?._,.5,‘-_‘-'-_1 Comprehensive Transportation Review
. "."-'-‘\' SCOPING INTAKE FORM

City of Rockville

| Project Name:

. iPotomac Valley Nursing and Wellness Center '
‘ Permit No. (if ' |
| available): f |
|

|

: Subject Property
' Addroess: 1235 Potomac Valley Road, Rockville, MD 20850

[ Contact Person: | .

| \Leah Bowden
| Contact Phone ‘

Number: 1301-762-0700 ext 112

| Contact Email
| Address: !LBowden@potomacval:ey.com
Proposed Land I Use | Square Footage/ Dwelling

| Units

Uise Density: o ; o ;
4‘175 beds (existing, no proposed increase) .

{Nursing Home

Trip Generation

|
|' | Peak | IN [ouT TOTAL
| i Period [ ] - S
' | AM o T o 0o
‘ PM I 0 ]
_ SAT i 0 0 0

Proposed Study iThis is an existing use. Therefore, no intersections are proposed to be studied, since there will
[ Area (Boundaries |be NO increase in traffic volumes on site.

and Intersections)

Proposed Access ‘Access is currently provided via Potomac Valley Road.
Points:

Projected Horizon 2012 -2013
(Build Outl) Date:

Statement of iThe existing nursing home operates twenty-four hours a day. Staff are mainly between 7:00 AM|
iand 5:00 PM. The are and will remain 175 beds and 80 staff (total all shifts). The applicant
iproposes to add administrative space and convert double occupant rooms to single occupant
irooms. There is a planned increase of 24 parking spaces.

Operations




Carl Starkey

From: PCampanides@rockvillemd.gov

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 11:45 AM

To: Carl Starkey

Cc: - — - David-Nelson;-RTarma@rockvillemd.gov

Subject: Re: FW: Potomac Valley Nursing and Wellness Center
Hello Carl,

Rebecca and | discussed the above subject development. We agree with the contents of the Scoping Intake Form. As
per the March 21, 2011 CTR, please submit a transportation statement that discusses on site access and circulation. No
traffic analysis is needed. If you have any questions, or concerns, please feel free to contact Rebecca or myself.

Thank you,

Peter

Peter Campanides, P.E.

Civil Engineer I

Traffic and Transportation Division
Department of Public Works

City of Rockville

111 Maryland Ave; Rockville, MD 20850-2364
pcampanides@rockvillemd.gov
www_rockvillemd.gov

Phone: 240-314-8506; Fax: 240-314-8524

From: Carl Starkey <cstarkey@streetirafficstudies.com>

To: “PCampanides@rockvillemd.gov® <PCampanides@rockvillemd.gov>, "RTorma@rockvillemd.gov” <RTorma@rockvillemd.gov>
Cc: David Nelson <dnelson@streettrafficstudies.com>

Date: 09/13/2011 08:49 AM

Subject:  FW: Potomac Valley Nursing and Wellness Center

Oops

Carl I. Starkev. P.L.. PTOL
Street Trattic Studies. Ltd.
400 Crain Highway. NW
Glen Burnie. MD 210061
410-390-3500 v
+10-390-6637 f
410-391-2160 ¢

From: Carl Starkey

Sent: Tuesday, September 13, 2011 8:43 AM

To: PCampanides:@rockvillemd.goyv; RTorma@rockvillemd.gov
Cc: David Nelson

Subject: Potomac Valley Nursing and Wellness Center




Page 1 of 2

Starkex‘ Carl

From: Carl Starkey [cstarkey@streettrafficstudies.com) Sent: Tue 9/13/2011 8:43 AM
_To:_ ' __  _ Starkey,Carl__ _ I

Cc:

Subject: Fw:

Attachments:

Carl F. Starkey, P.E., PTOE
Street Traffic Studies, Ltd.
400 Crain Highway, NW
Glen Burnie, MD 21061
410-590-5500 v
410-590-6637 f

410-591-2160 ¢

From: Carl Starkey

Sent: Monday, August 08, 2011 9:03 AM
To: David Nelson

Subject: Fw:

From: PCampanides@rockvillemd.gov <PCampanides@rockvillemd.gov>
To: Carl Starkey

Cc: RTorma@rackvillemd.gov <RTorma@rockvillemd.gov>

Sent: Mon Aug 08 05:31:28 2011

Subject: Re:

Carl,

t recommend providing a scoping intake form just to confirm what the trip generation will be. If it is less than 30
trips, all would be needed is a short transportation summary of the improvements and traffic related impacts in
the site.

Peter

https://mail.montgomerycountymd.gov/exchange/Carl.Starkev/Inbox/F W:-6.EML?Cmd=o0... 9/13/2011



Page 2 0l 2
e

Peter Campanides, P.E.

Civil Engineer H

Traffic and Transporiation Division
Department of Public Works

City of Rockville

111 Maryland Ave; Rockville, MD 20850-2364
pcampanides@rockvillemd.gov
www.rockvillemd.gov

Phone: 240-314-8506; Fax: 240-314-8524

From: Carl Starkey <cstarkey@streetirafficstudies.com>

To “PCampanides@rockvillernd.gov® <PCampanides@rockvillemd.gov>
Date 08/06/2011 10:52 AM

Subject

Peter,

STS LTD has been asked to prepare a proposal for a planned upgrade of a Nursing Home. The will not be an increase in
the number of beds, nor staff. However, the upgrade includes an increase in the number of parking spaces. This will not
require a full CTR, correct?

Carl F. Starkey, P.E., PTOE
Street Traffic Studles, Ltd.
400 Crain Highway, NW
Glen Burnie, MD 21061
410-590-5500 v
410-590-6637 f
410-591-2160 ¢

https://mail.montgomerycountymd.gov/exchange/Carl.Starkey/Inbox/FW:-6.EML?Cmd=o... 9/13/2011






NRI/FSD

/Natural Resources Inventory/ i
Forest Stand Delineation

City of Rockville

Department of Recreation and Parks/Forestry Division

14625 Rothgeb Drive, Rockviile, Maryland 20850
Phone: 240-314-8700 = Fax: 240-314-8719 = Wehsite: www.rockvillemd.gov

Type of Application:
[ Single Family Residential ¢ Other

Piease Print Clearly or Type

Property Address information 1235 Potomac Valley Road Rockville, MD 20850

Subdivision 0201 Lot (s) 3 Block

Zoning Tax Account (s) 00157195 ; )

Plat Book ____ Plat No. Liher 16347 Folio 00234 Parcel 0000
Sizeof Property 45~ AC. Limits of Disturbance AC

Applicant information:
Piease supply Name, Address, Phone, Fax Number and E-mail Address

Applicant Potomac Valley Nursing Facilities, Inc, 1235 Potomac Valley Road (301) 762-0700
Rockville, MD 20850

Property Owner_Potomac Valley Nursing Facilities, Inc (301) 762-0700
1235 Potomac Valley Road, Rockville, MD 20850

Qualified Preparer Ecotone, Inc, Contact;: Brian Bartell (410) 692-7500

P.O. Box 5, 1204 Baldwin Mill RD, Jarrettsville, MD 21084 bbartell@ecotoneinc.com

Project Name POTOMACVALLEY NURSING NRI/FSD

Project Description Renovation of existing assisted living facility

STAFF USE ONLY

Application Acceptance:

FTP# Date Received

GPDS Project # Reviewed hy

Date Accepted Date of Checklist Review

Staff Contact Total Fee




Instructions for Completing NRI/FSD Applications

1. The NRI/FSD must be approved prior to the submission of the following plans: Special Exception Plans (8PX), Site Plans
(STP), Site Plan Amendments (STP) Project Plans (PJT) or Project Plan Amendments (PJT).
2. For single family dwellings: -

a. The NRI/FSD may be submitted as a combined plan with the Forest Conservation Plan/Tree Save Plan. A
completed application for both an NRI/FSD and FGP must accompany these submissions along with the
appropriate NRI/FSD and FCP review fee.

b. AnISA certified arborist may prepare NRI/FSD and FCP/Tree Save Plans.

3. Please refer to the Checklist for NRI/FSD Plans, which outlines the specific requirements, and submit the checklist with
the completed NRI/FSD application.

Gommon Mistakes on NRI/FSD submissions:
» Incomplete application including missing information such as e-mail addresses
Incorrect afforestation and conservation thresholds
Incorrect species identification
Failure to graphieally show critical root zones or correct CRZs
Failure to include off site trees and structures
Trees incorrectly located on the plan
Incorrect buffers
Plans not signed and stamped
o No statement addressing RTE species, cultural and/or historic resources

Existing Site Use(s) (to include office, industrial, residential, commercial, medical etc.)

Previcus Approvals: (if any)

Application Number Date

A letter of authorization from the owner must be submitled if this application Is filed by anvene other than the owner,
I hereby certify that i have the authority to make this application, that the application is complete and correct and that | have

Cvzsifor filing this application.
S

Plan preparer signature and date

Applicant s3gnatur

NR'/ FSD Page 2
411
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY FOREST PLOT SAMPLE

Property Name: Potomac Valley Nursing
- Prepared by: Brian Bartell, Troy Harward
E  [Stand® 1
% Piot: 1
e
“  |pate: 7/26/2011
Number of Trees Per Size Class
Species 2-5.9" 6-9.9" | 10-17.9" | 18-24" | 24-30"+ Total
Tulip Poplar 1 1 2
Red Maple 1 1
A Boxelder 1 1
g Black Cherry 1 1 2
o Green Ash 1 1
o |Redbud 3 1 4
g Hornbeam 1 1
- Eastern Hemlock 2 2
Holly 3 3
Black Gum 1 1
Totals: 11 4 2 1 0 18
S
o 0
OE g
[ =T
oW >
a2y K , . .
=2 Understory: Developing, One Layer. Red Bud, Black Gum. Shrub Layer: Highly variable,
=2 Spice Bush, Burning Bush, Bush Honeysuckle.
&
3
w &
b >
g 3
z Moderatley dense, Stiltgrass, Garlic Mustard, Wild Strawberry, Violets, Pachysandra.

OTHER

Basal Area: 60
# Dead Trees: 0

Comments:

FOREST STRUCTURE
ANALYSIS

Sample Point

% Canopy Coverage 70%
% Herbaceous Cover |80%
% Downed Woody Debri10%

% Invasive Cover 15%
# Shrub Species 2
Forest Structure Value: |16

|Comments:
Storm drain beneath sample point. Some trees appear to have been planted.




MONTGOMERY COUNTY FOREST PLOT SAMPLE

|Comments:

- Property Name: Potomac Valley Nursing
é‘; Prepared by: Brian Bartell, Troy Harward
S |Stand#: 1
gﬁ_ Plof: 2
Date: 7/26/2011
Number of Trees Per Size Class
Species 2-5.9" 6-9.9" | 10-17.9" | 18-24" | 24-30"+ Total
Black Cherry 1 1 1 1 4
" Tulip Poplar 2 2
u White Ash 1 1
8 Mockernut 1 1
s Boxelder 1 1
w White Muiberry 1 1
E Sassafrass 1 1
b= 0
0
0
Totals: 3 1 4 2 1 11
&g
Pzg
W T ow
o >
8283
's' < Understory: Poorly developed. Shrub Layer: Variable. Dominated by Bush Honeysuckie, Grape,
Oriental Bittersweet, Some Spicebush and Virginia Creeper
14
oy
=«
% -
T Moderate. Honeysuckle, Virginia Honeysuckle, Greanbriar, Polygonum
Basal Area: 80
# Dead Trees: 2
E Comments:
T
(-
O
Sampie Point
& % Canopy Coverage 80%
= % Herbaceous Cover 50%
S 2 [%Downed Woody Debris _[5%
!f_z_ > % invasive Cover 20%
v f |# Shrub Species 1
P % Forest Structure Value: 13
i
4
o]
e




Portions appear o have been cleared. Macadam path in sample point.

MONTGOMERY COUNTY FOREST PLOT SAMPLE
F: Property Name: Potomac Valley Nursing
% Prepared by: Brian Bartell, Troy Harward
& |Stand #: 1
% Plot: 3
Date: 712672011
Number of Trees Per Size Class
Species 2-59" 6-9.9" | 10-17.9" | 18-24" | 24-30"+ Total
Black Locust 2 1 1 4
» Black Cherry 1 3
i American Plum 1 1
8 Boxelder 1 1
& Flowering Dogwood 0
w Tulip Poplar 1 1
&  [Eastern Red-Cedar 1 1
= 0
0
0
Totais: 4 4 3 0 11
D=
tr &
2
CEg
o) L
B0z
g E = |Understory: None. Shrub Layer: Open most areas, Dense others. Wineberry, Black Berry, Black
= Cherry.
0
3
o
5 3
&
id
T Dense. Stillgrass
Basal Area: 70
# Dead Trees: a
[+ 4
w
= Comments:
§— T
(o]
Sample Point
v % Canopy Coverage 50%
2 % Herbaceous Cover 100%
= g % Downed Woody Debris  [2%
i!1_‘-' > % Invasive Cover 20%
 « |# Shrub Species 0
b Z  [Forest Structure Value: 9
0 Comments:
o
3




STAND SUMMARY SHEET

Property Name: Potomac Valley Nursing

ﬁ Prepared By: Brian Bartell, Troy Harward
*H

L]
o
O
174
o

Date: 7/26/2011

STAND NUMBER:

= Stand Variable o
g Forest Association Mixed Hardwood
a Avg. Size Class of Dominant Trees 18 - 30"
m’ Avg. Number of Trees Per Acre 134
i Avg. Number of Tree Species Per Acre 8
g Basal Area/Acre 70
f_‘ Avg. Number Dead Trees Per Acre 7
n

Forest Structure Value 13

Common Understory Species: Spicebush

Bush Honeysuckie

Comments:




SPECIMEN TREE LIST

Ho. GOMMON NANE _ SCIENTIFIC NAME DEH' | VIGOR™ SCORE NOTES
1 Sweet Gum Liguidambir styracitlui 19.5" Fair 34% Extznsive ulility line prunning
7 Willows Cak Q phollos 19.5" Falr Gi% Extensive utility line g
3 Willow Ouk Quercus phellos 18" Falr 88% Extensive utility line prunning
F] Scarlet Dak a coetl a4 Fair 5%
5 White Pine Pinus strobus 13" Falr 85% Alb has on east side
3 White Pine Pinus strobus 20" Fair 78% Trunk scar
i White Pina Pinus 22" Good 9% Leaning
g Scaret Oak Quarcus coceinea 16" Falr 75% Somea Dead Branches, Palg follnge
9 Scarel Oak Quercus coccinea 15" Poor 50% Top dead, Dead branches, pale follage, prunned
10 Scarlat Oak [4] I 16" Poor 50% 50% dead, Pale follage
1 Szadef Oak Q cclnea 225" Fair 75% Somea Dead Branches, Pale follage
12 Dak [=] i 22" Poor 5% Many dead branches, Pale follage
13 Scarlet Ouk Quercus cocolines 22" Fair 91% Crowdad by adjacant pine
14 White Pine Lirfodendron tulipifera 24" Good 3% Leaning
15 Scarlat Onk Quercus cocoinga 18" Falr &9% Many dead branches
16 Whita Plne Pinus sirobus 29" Good B4%
17 Vilte Pine Pinus sfrobus 137 Poor 72% Dying
18 Whita Pine Pinus sfrobus 21" Fair 9% Crowded by adjacont forest
19 Scarlet Oak Qusreus coccines 25" Fair 2% Some dead branches
20 Scarlel Ook Quércus i 245" Poor 69% Many dead b hes, top dead, palo foliage
21 Scarlat Oak Qi l 25" Good 91%
22 lat Ook Qi h 18.5" Falr 5% Dead , pala follage
23 Scarlet Qak (] i 15" Poor 59% Large trunk , half doad, pale follage
24 et Oak a 1 215" Good B8%
25 Sugar Mapls Acer b 18" Good 84% P d near building
76 While Pine Pinus strobus 26.5" Good 91% Sparse branching
27 Bradiord Pear Pyrus calleryana 265" Poar 75% Trunk rotted gl
28 While Ash Franinus i 35.5¢ Good 4% Double @& 15", slight lean
29 Red Maple Acor rubrum e Fair 78% Extonaive ulllity line p ing, double @ &
[ 20 Norway Spruce Picea ables 18" Good 38% Lowsr branchus
3 Grah Apple Malus flordbunda 21" Falr 65% Trunk scars, broken t 3
2 — while Pine Pinus strobus 28" Falr 84% ar 10 20°
EE] Tullp Poplar L tulipitera 24" Good 100%
u Blackjack Oak Q ilandica 38" Fair a8% Deadl g ib hes, offsile
35 Rad Oak [+ Tubra 28" Fair 78% Dead b hes, leaning
a5 Yhils Dak Quarcus alba 355" Fair 88% Soma dead branches
37 Tullp Poplar Liriedendron tufipifera 275" sood 7% Offsite
38 Tulip Poplar Lirlodand: 7 Good 100%% Offsile
30 Tulip Poplar Liriodendron tulipifera 24" Good 97°% Vinos
A0 White Ash Fraxl i 26" Good 7% Slight Lean
i) Rad Cak Quercus rubti 425" Good 37% Offsite
42 Tulip Poplar Lirlodent; Hgsifi 3 Falr 1% Large trunk wound
FE) Red Mapie Acer rub 5" Fair B1% Double (@ 15, somo prunned branches, frunk wound
A4 Tullp Poplar Liriodentran tullpifera 49" Good 97 Double @ g
45 Tulip Poglar Lirfodentron tulipif 24" Gaod 9796 Vines in Dy
46 Red Mapla Acor b 26" Good G156 112 of double
47 Black Gherry Prunus serotina 26 Good 4% Vines, loaning
48 Yhite Ash Fraxii 1 25.5" Good 94% Quod @ 8°
44 Tulip Poplar Liriedendran tulipil 27 Good 100%
50 Tullp Poplar LiriodentS, iy 28" Good 100%
Ell Ameri¢an Elm Ulmus ft 3" Poor 83% Almost dead
52 Tulip Poplar Liriodendron tullpifi 30" Good 100%
53 Tullp Poplar Lirfodendron tulipifera 7.5 Good 97%
54 Tulip Poplar Liriodandron (ullpifera 25" Good 9495 112 of double
55 Bluck Chery Ptunus soroting 31 Fair 78% gular branching, double @ 8’
%% Sy Platanus occidentalis 28" Good 7% Leanlng, vings In canopy
57 Black Locust Rohinia ¢ foacachy 255" Fair % Dead |
53 Rod Maple Acar rubrom 215" Falr % Triple, prunncd
59 Black Locusl Rebinis p L 24" Fair 4% 112 of double, vines cover bottomn 2/3
() Tullp Poplar Liriodendron lulipifern 32" Goad 4%




&1 Black Locust Roblnia pseutdoacacia 35.5" Falr 8% Triple, vines

62 Biack Lotust Robinia pseudoacacla 39 Good 88% Triple, leaning
53 Deodor Cedar Cedrus daodara 15" Good 100% Dead limbs

5% Flowaring Dogwood Cornus florida 4" Falr 5%

a5 Sugar Maple Acer saccharum 8.5" Good U41% Some pruning

68 Sugar Mapie Acer saccharum a Good 3%, Eroken mbs; some pruning
67 zastern Ahite Cedar Thuja occidentalis 8.5" Good 1% Slight lean

58 Yoshinoe Cherry Prunus x yedoensis " Good 94% Double @ 4

59 GColoratlo Spruce Plrea pungens 7 Good 7% Christmas lights
70 Black Locust Fobinla pseudoacacia 11" Good D%

71 Black Cherry Prunus serofina [H Good 100%

72 Biack Chamry Prunus serotina 14" Good 100%

73 White Mulberry Morus alba (B Good 31%

74 Black Locust Robinia pseudoacac/a 22° Good 97%

75 Red Mapie Acer rubrumt [ Good 106%

76 Black Chorry Prunts serciina s Good 54%

77 White Mulberry Morus alba ™ Fair 755 Leaning, vines In canopy
78 Red Maple Ager rubrum 3" Good 100%

74 Tulip Poplar Lirfodendron tulipifera 15" Good 100%

60 Fulip Poplar Liriodandron tulipifera ™ Good 100%

a1 Black Locust Robila pseutioacacia 8" Good 100%

82 Box Elder Acer neg ] 6" Good 160%

33 Y¥itlte Mulberry Morus alha 16" Fair 81% Leaning, vines in

84 White Mulberry Morus alba 18" Fair 81% Learting, vines in canopy
85 Amarican Eim Almus americana 13 Good 100%

26 Biack Locust Robinla pseudeacacia 8 Good 81%

ar Green Ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica 28" Good 81%

83 8lack Locust Rohinla psaudoacacia 15" Good 100%

1) Red Maple Acar rubrum 12* Good 97%

a0 Tuilp Popilar Liriodendron tulipifera 207 Good 88%

a1 Wihite W ¥ Morus alba 9" Good 100%

92 Black Locust Robinta g 16" Good 84%

93 Black Locust Raobinja pseudoacacia i Good 84%

B4 Black Lacust Robinja pseiudoacacla 8" Good 100%

95 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 8" Good 94%

96 Doad Dead 22" Poor A Trunk rotted through
97 Norway Mapie Acer platanoides 9% Bood 100%

%] Black Locust Robinia pseudoacacia 15" Good 971%

CE] Black Locust Robinia pseudoacacio 18" Good 4%

100 Black Locust Robinia p 18" Goad 100%

101 Black Cherry Prunus serotina 14" Good 84%

102 Black Locust Robinla pseud i 1 Poor 50% Dead b hes, pale foliage
103 MNorway Maple Acer platanoldes g~ Good 100%

104 Black Locusk Robinia pssudoacacia i3 Good Bh%
105 Black Locust Robinia pseudoacacia 11" Poor 4% Dead branchss, pale feliage
106 Amarican Elm Almus anwericana 2" Good 100%

107 Black Locust Fobinia d 3 12 Good 44%

108 Black Locust Robinia pseudoacacia 8" Good 100%

108 Black Locust Robinia pseudsacacla E Good 100%

110 Black Locust Robinla pseudedcacia 8" Good 100%

1% Black Cherry Prunus serotina 10" Good HO%
112 C Parsimmon Diospyros viegini: 7" Good 100%

113 Box Elder Acer negundo " Good 100%,

114 Black Locust Rabinla | i [ Good 10605

15 Black Locust Robinia p i 257 Gond 100%%

116 Black Logust Robinia | 1t 12" Good 8%

17 Black Locust Robini. 9" Good 3%

118 Black Locust Robinia pseudoncacia [ Good 83%,

119 Black Locust Robinia pseudoncach 9" Good a4

120 Hlack Locust Robinia p i L Good 7%




12 Eastorm Red Cedar Junlperus virginiana [H Good 100%

122 Black Locusl Rabinia psaude i 13" Gopd 100%,

123 Black Cherry Prunus seroting 12" Good 1060%

124 Black Locust Robinla psoudoacacia Fr3 Good S7%

125 Tulip Poplar Lirladendron (ulipifera 18" Good 100%

125 Black Locust Boblnla ] i 11" Good 100%

127 Black Locust Roblnla pseudoacacia 9" Good 100%

128 Tullp Poplar Lidodandron ulipifera 1" Good 100%

128 Hlack Locust Robinla f 12" Good 100%

130 Black Locust Robi; 7 14" Good 100%

131 Binck Locust HRobinla pssudoacacia 12" Gooil 100%:

132 Red Maple Acer rub 6" Good 100%

123 Black Locust Robinla pseudoacacla 9" Good a7t

134 Black Logust Raobinla pseudoscacia 8" Good 97%

135 E Red Cadar Junigarus virgiiann 10" Poor 53% Dead branches, pale foliage
136 Amarican Elm Almus i 21" Good 1002

137 Red Mapla Acer rut & Good 100%

138 Vihile Pina Pinus strobus B Poor T Dead b hes, pale follage
139 Doad Doad [H Poor 75% Trunk rotted through
140 Groan Ash Fraxinus | T 14" Good 2%

141 Eastern Red Cedar Juniporus virgi 6" Good 38%

142 Greon Ash Fraxinus g ylvanl 8" Good 58%

143 Eastorn Red Codar Juniparus virginlana ” Fair 66% Leaning, vines in Py
144 E Red Codar uniperus virginiana 6 | Fair 66% Leaning, vines In cancpy
145 American Elm Altnug I i2* Poor 50% Dead branches, pale foliags
146 Enstern Red Codar iperus virginlana 8" Poor 0% Dead branches, pale follaga
147 Amaerican Elm Almus amiecana ™ Good 63%

148 Rid Mapln Acar rubrum 11" Good 100%

148 Black Gum Nyssa syl 11* Good B6%

150 Eastern Red Cedar 17 vitginiana 8" Poor 63% Dead branches, pale follage
151 Eastorn Red Codar Junlparus virginlana 6" Poar 63% Daad branches, pale foliage
152 Groen Ash Fraxinus | yivanica 20" Good 100%

153 Green Ash F vl 20 Guod 100%

154 Graan Ash i 5 pennsyivani 49" Good 100%

155 Black Locust Robi i 16" Good 83%

155 ~Vinita Mulbarry Horus aiba 14" Goodl 100%

157 Bluck Logust Robinia pssudoscacia 10" Good 1%

158 Graen Ash Fraxinus | 3 J 10" Good 100%

159 Whilte Mulbarry Morus alba 10" Good 100%

160 Black Charry Prunus seroting 16" Good 100%




GUIDE FOR JUDGING
THE CONDITION OF

LANDSCAPE TREES

(Refer to Chapter 4 of the Guide for Plant Appraisal)

Note: A separale hazard tres evaluation may be required for trees in poor condition.

Roots (2 rool collar inspection may be warr.mtcd]
Root anchorage ...,
Collar/flare soundness
Mechanical injury .......
Girdling/kinked roots
Compection/waterlogged ronts
Toxic gases/chemical symptoms
Presence of insects or disease
Mushrooms (may need to interview owner)

Points for structyre

Points for health

Trunk (Core sampling or shmbmg may bs warranted)
Sound bark and wood ..., mesiesisemsssisnn
Cﬂvitibs DL T T YT TR RV A P PP IO,
Mechamcal or fite injmy
Cracks {frost or other) ..
Swaollen or sunken areas ...,
Presente of insscts or disease

Conks .......... "

Points for structure
Points for healdh

Scaffold branches (Climbing may be warranted)
Strong attACIHNENS 1vvemrorieis e ioriersirorans prast e = T
Smaller diameter than trunk where anachcd .

Vertical Branch QIatBUION ..o st ooss e csssse st tesesmsseersstsestsmssssases
Free of included bark
Free of decay and cavities
Well pruned
Well pro urtmuedz’pmp{.r 1aper ...,
Wound closure " :
Deadwood or fire i m_;ury
_ Insects or disease .........

Points for structyre

Points for health

Small branches and twigs
Vigor of eurrent shools (compare pruvmus growth} ...
Well distributed through canopy ... .
Appearance of buds (color, shape size for the specses)

Presence of insects of disease. ...,
Presence of weak or dead tw;gs

Paints for health

Foﬁn%e and/or huds
Size of follage/buds ..,

* Coloration of rollage R VAR S P e AR S i
Nutrien! stalus S
Herbicide, chemical, puliulmn in_]ury ..... O S
Wilted or dead leaves ..,

Dry buds .. R ——
Presence of insacts or disease.......... SRR

Points for health

LOTAL POINTS
CONDITION %

Divide wial poinw awarded by total points possible {32) to amrive at percenlage

Minor problems ............
Maior problenis ...,
Extreme problems......,

SCORING SYSTEM
No apparent problems |

ersesdicihiderrdtanaiian,

A A e L RS Y T T2 YT T 2

Perrauraiehvearre

TREE NUMBER
’1_&234!5 6 7 8 8 10
jhz- ;-’Af§(¢¢7g‘»‘5f{i}‘
414153 1%04]5(2]3
SAL4 132 2 413 B2
T4 414 14 1457
4la a1 %|141813] 7] 2] 2
B2, (212331422
B (2141343

4 |
Alals|Z4 [AlETz]e
026 b [33]5 [ [ [
24 4 s |15 | 29 3lay [16] 54 |50




GUIDE FOR JUDGING
THE CONDITION OF
LANDSCAPE TREES

(Refer 1o Chapter 4 of the Guide for Plant Appraisal)

Note: A separate hazard tree evaluntion may be required tor trees {n poor condition.

Roots (a root coliar mspscnon may be wandnteci)

OGO ABROTEEE oyiers s irrermea s L I Lt ab bbb v A ba s PR 70 ombt s s0sempastbt s
Collar/flare soundness

Mechanical INJUry .....oeacmowmn
Girdling/INKEH 10088 1o sirenitrismmsersosammmtsimsesr seusticammeserasssmsssessrerssss ot osmsus ess
Compaction/Waterlogged 10013 . ovuinimnvisnmtonsnmmmmm s s
Toxic gases/chemical SYMPLOMS ., rommimismmiimimmomvesimisiesssiismio
Presence of insects o GISBASE iy veremsinsinscssorcsy ceenimaner
Mushrooms (may need 10 INIEIYIEW GWREE) ciimiricsstipeshiciotaton it b csassbiars

T P R I L P PIY R ST PRI

B P TS S S T FOY VI PPN PTTN

S T T TP T T PP PR CEP SR PRSP I Y ONNN

Points for structure

Points for health

Trunk (Core samplmg or chmbmg may be warramed)
Sound bark and wood ...

CAVIlBS o avesse i
Mechanical or fire injury
Cracks {frost or other} e ..
EWOIER OF SUNKEN ATEHS 1o rcoreursemmionsirsessiimosmostisatsissamssan szt srrsatarh s vasastsepsaonsrsisssiss
Presenice of insects or disease ...ocmvnee

B2OIIKE 1. cverreeremnrsrssovesresmersnsts ens firs seassssimss Tossmmerosassssaoncnstmndies aeorentsessrosee Fir rerdntststvsts

seatpistags Sdbasaanpsierane

SewsaRbI NS I fsEs e

bebraeerEisss R TN PP A TP VY PR EP R TSI TEANY

Ferlesaritiyes R asilaree

Ty P p P PR TP e P TR PO T ey

L IS T L I N LT P RE T e Py YU PTTOTPTITT Lo vY

Paints for structure
Points for health

Scaffold branches (Climbing may be wamnted)
Strong atachments ..., T T
Smaller diameter than trunk where attached ................
Vertical branch distribilion .. s
Free of included bdrk.N
Free of decay and eavities ... pmasnirmen o
Well pruned .ccocniciciiiniiienene
Well pro oﬂioncdfprapn:rmper
WOURE CLOSUIE 1yuupirsioescncssscrsecms i casseanssmmunie foress syt hans ciassss b pbseesrast s sanase sosbesss
Deadwood or fire § m;ury o,

_ IBEBCLS OF dIS2838 | uiiiurvosmrmusmsion emtlissis s scasssiismiseesrt ssasicsasdeassasssss s satesson

e U e e i

B T L P T TIS T LY TR RRR S TY

YT T LR TR PV PN

Feasiiianien

e

eres B P S T T TPV PPIVSPIRO PP TPIYS

. Puoints for structure

Poinis for health

Small branches nnd twigs

Vigor of current shoots (compare prev{cus EEOWH) woocr v mirssr e
Well distributed through canopy ..o
Appearance of buds (color, shape, sme for {he s;wcms)
Presence of insects or disease ..., e . e
Presence of weak o dead IWIES .vmcmnammmin oo

Points for heaith

Foliage and/or buds

Size of foliage/buds ..o nmmeeseniee.
* Colotation of foliage ...
Nutrdent 38 .. -
Herbiclde, ChPmmal poliutwn m)ury T
Wilted or dead ls.;wes
Dy buds .. e
Presence 0? msec(s Ol‘ d[scaae B PPN

Points for health

TQTAL POINTS
CONDITION %

Divide total poinis awaeded by total points possibie (32) 1o arrive at percentage

SCORING SYSTEM

No appagent ProbIems .ovimmneron o &
Mmerp:obems.,.....‘..,‘..A........m..‘......,,.,..‘.< 3
2
1

S I TLES L A T R R PYET TP PSP P Ye)

Major praklems ...
Bxtrems prabiems.,..“,,,,...... S oxsivsEAaTEme s e

TREE NUMBER

Hwhl
DR
NSy
oA

W A

N3

NNIRS

4

W | 4RS

I 22+

KN
N [
W

2

Y
Pt
A
W N
N

N

L

e
W
~
™
W

N
AN
AN

4;' _,“- # /‘“)
! [ ] et 4
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N
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GUIDE FOR JUDGING SCORING SYSTEM

No apparent problems ... T

4

T H E CON D IT'DN 0 F WEROT PrObIERIS (i e imrissrisin e 3
Major DEOBIEENS <ot i ssrstenen

LANDSCAPE TRE Es Extrome problems ..o |

(Refer 1o Chapter 4 of the Guide for PlanMpprae‘saI} _ ' 3

Note: A separate hazard tree evaluation may be required for trees in poot condition. - Tﬁ EE NU MBER

Ruots {(a root collar mspecnon may be Wﬁi’l’dﬁt&d)

Ront anchorage ......... severrisss ey TR aT

Callar/flare soundacss .. R T e

Mechanical injury

Girdling/kinked roots

Compaction/waterlogged ro0ls v

Taxic gases/chemical sympmms

Presence of insects or disease ..., ... - a;
Mushrooms {may need to interview owner} N —

Points for siructure |75

SV RVN
N

Points for health | -~

W
N

Lt
NN

Trunk {Core sampling or climbing may bc warramed)
Sound bark and woed.,
Cavities ... .
Mcchsmcal or l" te |r|.
Cracks (frost or other) vuo.amn.
Swollen or sunken areas............ .
Presence of (086018 0 GIBRETE ......oviosceessimeresis s coesn s trsscesiase brestssstosssesss araetsens
Conks.,..... -

bR e i rentied

(I TV PINSYTrsuey

LA T TP TT TS PRV ERRTE Y

Points for structure

Points for health

)
O RN
\N W

L i

T

o)

A

- N

N AN
N
|
N
Q\N.Jp
Y

Seaffold branches (Climbing may be warramed)
Sirong attachments ............., o =
Smaller diameter than tmnk whcre attachud -
Vertleal branch distribution...........,
Free of included bark
Free of decay and cavities
Well pruned
Well proportioned/praper 1BPET st i st i
Wound closuce.,,,....,.u0 ;
Deadwood or fire injury
. Insects or disease ... anic

. Points forstructure | A4 | |- |~ 2| =
. 414212143 21422
Points for health
’“014-—904_74.442f:
Small branches and twigs 2 | & Z 219
Vigor of current shools (compare previous growth) ... G Tl
Well distributed through €anopy ...
Appearance of buds (color, shape. size for the species)
Presence of insects or discase
Prosence of weak or dead twigs ... T . —
i eal ] i
Poinis for health AL 7 = _ﬂ 4‘ 3 ff— 4 -—f—
Folinge and/or buds TIALIL | 214
Size o fnhagetbuds, B T, T N —— Y i 7 o i

* Coloration of foliage .............
Nutclent status...........
Herbicide, chermical, ponuhcn ;njury
Wilked or dead leaves .. ..., y
Dey buds ..
Presence of | msec’s ot disease ..

Points for health ,f;v -,}; | ) g | b Lf 4‘
CONDITION % o | 74 1R | Wiy

Divide total points awarded by tata) points possible (327 o arive ot percemiags

t\
\J

TR

e

fo]
o]
3=3

2
o4
<&
<
;)
e




GUIDE FOR JUDGING
THE CONDITION OF

LANDSCAPE TREES

(Refer to Chapter 4 of the Guide for Plant Appraisal)
Note: A separate hazoed tres evaluation may be required for trees in poor conditivn.

Roots (& root collar inSpection may be wmrantcd)
ROOE BREDOTAZE 11vvvvvisesresst s nisoisre s ssicin s mies
Cuilar/ﬂarescundnus e e DT
MEChARICAL IJULY vouerer s s siosmess s iiesisns etsterces cormsmrsen et ot
Girdling/KINKEd TOOLS ouras it s s s
Compactionfwaterlo ged FOOLB wrvonsnecriie
Taxic gases/chemical BYMPIOHLS 1roovvssmmsnirmiscmmer i
Presence of insects ar GiSEASE .. merinicassiermrrmernines
Mushrooms {may nsed to interview owner) S L B

enaversvar Yravssreeariarse, ITITIRIES

N T LI VIS LL LTI TP ey

O T P TRTT IV IR IS P TR

[T TR TR U TYSTREETN

P LTI T L PN P PR PP PO

Points for structure

Points for health
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Pojnts for health

Small branches and twigs
Vigor of eurrent shoots (compare previous growth) ..o
Well distributed through eanopy ...

Appeerance of buds (color, shape, size for the specles)
Presence of insects of disease . ..o
Presence of weak or dead tWIZS .onimsnaiie s
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GUIDE FOR JUDGING
THE CONDITION OF
LANDSCAPE TREES

(Refer to Chapter 4 of the Guide for Plant Appraisaf)

Note: A separate hazard tree evaluation may be required for trees in poor condition.

Hors

Roots (a root collar inspsction may be warranted)
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Toxic guses/chemics] SYMPIOMS ... s i
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Points for health

Trunk (Core sampling or climbing may be warranted)
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Points for struclure
Points for health

Scaffold branches (Climbing may be warranted)
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Free of included bark .o
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Small branches and twigs
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Appesrance of buds (color, shape, size for the species) ...,
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GUIDE FOR JUDGING SCORING SYSTEM

No apparent Problems «oicmmienonsmroe e

THE CON DIT]ON 0 F inor prodlems o,

Mafor ProblTS ... cverrr s nsensntcare e

LAN DSCAPE TREES Extreme gmblams

(Refer to Chaplor 4 of the (uide for Plant Appraisal)
Note: A separale hazard tree evaluation may be required for trees in poor conditicn. TREE NUMBER

— R L

Rnots (a root collar inspection may be warrantcd)
Root enchorage..,...,. .

Callar/flare soundness
Mechanical injury ...l
Girdling/kinked (OIS —ommmmrroen
Compaction/waterlogged FOOLS. vrvvrsrrisre s
“Toxic gascs}chcmlca'f sympmms ....... rso
Presence of insects or dISEase . oecrnns
Mushrooms (may need to mtcrvww ovmer)
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Trunk (Core samplmg or chmbmg may be warranted)

Sound bark and wood ..o L - .
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Scaffold branches (Climbing may be warranted) {
Strong attachments ...,

Smaller dinmeter than trunk where attached
Vertlcal branch distribution
Free of included bark
Free of decry and cavities .......,
Well pruned
Well proportioned/praper taper “
Wound z:lusure...., ’ .

Deadwood o fire injury
_ Insects or disease ..., " ..
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GUIDE FOR JUDGING SCORING SYSTEM

No apparest problems ..o

THE CONDITION OF Minor problems......
LAN Ds cAP E TRE Es Major problems ]

Extreme pioblens........wcomninimen
(Refer to Chapter 4 of the Guide for Plant Appraisaf)
Note: A separate hazard tree evaluation may be requited for irees in poor condition, TREE NU
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Roots (a root collar inspection may be warranted) .
Roat anchorage él 6

Collar/flare soundness
Mechanical injury
Girdling/kinked rools
Compaction/waterlagged rools
Toxic gsscslchcmicnﬁympmms
Presenca of insects or disease
Mushrooms (may need t0 IREIVIEW OWIETY wuumirirrroresiiresiuressarseestiensisssstisnens
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Points far health
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Trunk (Core sampling ot climbing may be warranted)
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Points for strucwure |~ | 7

Points for health

Scatfold branches {Climbing may be warranted)
SUrong AlTACKMENES vvevenrerccrries s srenrsemereesmersisesssirrnns
Smaller diameter than trunk where attached .....
Vertical branch distribution B

Free of lncluded Bark oo
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Well praned ...,

Well Propertioned/MruPer LBPE i vivcniuceeccitonsrroemensismsssessas i s s eses e
Wound clisure o s s
Deadwood or fire injury ....., T RN
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Appearance of buds (color, shape, size for the species) ...,
Presence of insects or disease...... :
Presence of weak or dead twigs
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Foliage and/or buds

Size of foliage/buds ,........
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CITY OF ROCKYVILLE

DEPARTMENT OF PUELIC WORKS

TE Maryland Avenne, Rackyille, Marviand 20850, {240) 3148500
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT CONCEPT APPLICATION

ifohy

Prijject tams.

Legal Deseription of Property.

Adudress (1o

ed for Pre-Applicaton SW Corcepts and.or Desclapment SWh Coheers)

POTOMAC VALLEY NURSING HOME & WELLNESS CENTER

/OOD L.16347 F.234

MD 20850

1235 Potomac Valley Road, Rockville,

Tax Account huimberisi:

09-00157195 _POTOMAC VALLEY LTD PTNSHP

ApplicantPQTOMAC_ VALLEY NURSING FACILITIES INC Conlact Person THOMAS L. CALLAHAN

Address: 1235 Potomac Valley Road, Rockville, MD 20850

E-mail Address: tleallahanlegmail . com Tel
Property Quner afbifennt fran; sbsvei; POTOMAC VALLEY LTD PTNSH® Cauwcl Persin C/0 REGARDIE BROOKS & LEWIS

7101 WISCONSIN AVE STE 1012, BETHESDA MD 20814-4805

Adidress:

Lamiail Address;

Engineer

ng Firm; VIKA MARYLAND, LLC

Address:

20251 CENTURY BLVD.

SUITE 400,

famanl Address,

Fype of Plan submined to CPRS: lL\Lk stix o) PAM Plan for PJT

PAN Plap for STP X . PJT
CPDS Case No (if avarlables:

Entre Site Size (sq. feel)

UEBELE@VIKA.COM

186,228

. Disturbed Are

ON 19-“\0 (a) H)L

Iy

New Development 2 Redeveiopment X

.pﬂr' Imwa A (ACY Ou Sm. 16,300 ng
zo ¥ OF ROCKVIL

FePVinUs Area in lh& }\O\\ (A

leplione Mo:

Telephone Mo

. Felephune No:

(50, feel)

osed Imperyvious Aren (Ac.) ¢
ORMWATLER ORDINANCE FOR REDEVELO

)1 Tk (5 THE DIbIJRBr.D AREA.
fesrsbing lus groptaed plus replacement)”

Comaer Person: Becky Uebele, P.E.
GERMANTOWN,

MD 20874

301/916-4100

PANM Plan tor SPX

ekt 588

new nlug

Is disturbed ares +S0%7 71

SWM Methods Proposed ; . Channel Fload Coutrol
\\r» 23 ¥ A, DY e
(Check all that applv) e T fRechnge Protection 10 year
(8D Praciices & X a =
Shuctural Practiccs ) i = | j
SWM Alenmative 3 A 2 ]

SWA Alternative Deseription:

& Pre-Application or

Stormwarer Management Concept Phase

2 Developmen

CPDS Case Type
Case Mo. (il available)
R pam
s FAM _PENDING

Forestry Case Type
Case Ne., (iT availabic)

& NRIFSD
# TP PENDING

CPDS Case Type
Case No. (if availabie)
b Special Exception
4 spx_ PENDING

CPDS Case Type CPDS Case Type Other Case Type
Case No. {if available) Cuse No, (if availabie) Case No. (if availabie)
O Project Plan 2 Site Plan o Other Case
BT . £STP h 2
- — - 3P el ) ey o —

SMP PERMIT MO




INSTRUCTIONS

I A Stormwater Management (SWM) Concept appraval is required with every phase of the
Community Planning and Developmem Services (CPDS) planning process sheve a site plan is
approved. There are two SWM Concept approvats: Pre-Application SWM Concept and
Development SWM Concept,

and Development).

2. A SWM Concept Fee wust accompany eaels SWM Concept Application (both Pre-Application

3. The Pre-Application SWM Concept must be submitted at the earliest stage of the development
process. In general. the Pre-Application SWM Concept shall be submitted no later than the PAM
Application.

4. An applicant may not receive a Special Exception or Project P approval without receiving ¢
Pre-Application SWM Coneept approval. The approval must be received prior 1 any action hy a
public body (vote tor approval or recommendation by Board of Appeals, Planning Commission or
Mayor and Council. whichever aceurs first).

5. The applicant may net file a Site Plan without obtaining a Pre-Application $WM C oncepl

approval unless there is ne Pre-Application process required by CPDS.

6. The Department may. at jts sole discretion, combine the Pre-Application SWM Concept and the
Development SWM Conveept into a single streamlined submital and approval for projects that do
not have « Pre-Application Meating stage. The same information must be submitied for the
combined Pre-Application/Development SWM Concepl as is required for the two separate
submittals of the Pre-Application SWM Coneept and the Development $ W Concept submittal.

7. The Development SWM Concept is associated with the Site Plan, &n applicant may net receive
a Site Plan or Preliminary Subdivision Plan approval without receiving a Development SWM
Concept approval. The approval must be received prior to any action {vowe for approval) by a public
body (Planning Commission and’or Mayor and Council)

8. A Development SWM Concept is required for any antendment to a CPDS approval (SPX. PJT.
andfor 8TP). 1t'a 8WM Concept approval exists that will address the amendment. then the
approved 3WM Concept should be submitted along with an additional narrative that deseribes the
amendment and demonstrates compliance with the approved concept. The SWiM Concept Fee shall
be calculated based on the site acreage being changed. On a vase-by-case basis. the Development
SWN Concepr approval may be waived tor minor amendments.

9. Please refer to the Checklist for Stormwater Management Concept for specific requirements and
submit the checklist with the Concept Application.

10, Please follow CPDS guidelines for deadiines associated with siaff vepols. All approvals must be
obtained in accordance with CPDS deadlines for inclusion into the appropriate staff report

1. To general, the level ot detail for cach differem SWM Concept shall be similar to the jeve! of
detail associated with the CPDS case. For example. there may be less detail for a SWM Concept
associated with a Project Plan than one associated with a Site Flan.

Applivation form Jast updated 10/29/10
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